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Naul v. City of McComb, 70 Miss. 699; and on a prosecution for the 
unlawful sale of liquor, evidence of sales other than charged in the indict- 
ment is inadmissible. Ware v. State, 71 Miss. 204; State v. Nield, 4 Kan. 
App. 626; Hodgman v. People, 4 Denio.(N. Y.)235. But where the contrary- 
has also been held as where the defendant was indicted for selling intoxi- 
cants on a certain Sunday in November, testimony was admitted to prove 
that he was selling not only during November, but also in all other months. 
Lynn v. State {App.) 22 S. W. 878. And on a trial for maintaining a 
hotel as a liquor nuisance, after proof of illegal sales in the hotel, evi- 
dence of similar sales in barns and buildings appurtenant thereto was 
held admissible. State v. Arnold, 98 la. 253. See also Sellers v. State, 
98 Ala. 72; State v. Raymond, 24 Conn. 204. 

Electricity — Injuries Incident to Production — Actions. — Strack 
et al. v. Missouri & K. Telephone Co. et al., 116 S. W. (Mo.) 526. 
An injury caused by allowing telephone wires to remain on poles of a 
street railway, where they were blown down across the trollew wires and 
heavily charged, held, not to be a consequence reasonably to be antici- 
pated. 

Such a question depends on whether the companies involved were 
negligent in construction and maintenance and whether they had a rea- 
sonable time to remove the danger. Heidt v. So. Telephone & Telegraph 
Co., 122 Ga. 474; and if a cyclone which could not reasonably be foreseen 
causes a wire charged with electricity to fall, and defendant is not negli- 
gent in allowing it to remain, he is not liable. Mitchell v. Charleston L. & 
P. Co., 31 L. R. A. 577. But where telegraph wires thrown down by 
a storm rested on the trolley wire of an electric railway, and the plain- 
tiff's horses were injured by the current received by the telegraph 
wire from the trolley wire, the proximate cause was the falling of the 
telegraph wire. City of Albany v. Watervliet T. & Ry. Co., 27 N. Y. 
Supp. 848. And it is held that both companies are liable in such cases 
in McKay v. So. Bell Telephone & Telegraph Co., in Ala. 337. Like- 
wise, Western Union Tel. Co. v. Md. ex rel. Edward Nelson, 82 Md. 293, 
lays down the rule that there is a prima facie presumption of the negli- 
gence of the owners. 

Evidence — Judicial Notice — Geographical Facts. — Vonkey v. City 
of St. Louis, 117 S. W. 733 (Mo.)— Held, that neither the trial court 
nor the court on appeal can take judicial notice of the existence of streets 
in municipalities. 

Courts differ as to whether or not they may take judicial notice of 
municipal streets. New York holds that both the trial court and the 
court on appeal may take such notice of their general direction and 
where they begin and end. Skelly v. N. Y. El. R. R., 27 N, Y, Supp. 
304, affirmed, 148 N. Y. 747; Gruber v. N. Y. City Ry., 103 N. Y. Supp. 
216. An earlier decision in the jurisdiction where the case under dis- 
cussion was tried held, that the court took judicial notice of important 
streets as of other matters of public notoriety and general information. 



